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Abstract

Amap f: M —> N is proper if, for every compact set C c N,
f1(C) is compact. If f is a piecewise linear (PL) map, then the branch

set of f, B. ¢ M, can be defined as follows: x ¢ M - B, if there exists

f f
a neighborhood Ux of x such that f(Ux) = Vx is a closed star neighborhood
of f(x), and if there exists a PL homeomorphism hg: Ux —_— Bx X Vx’

where B is a PL ball, such that f[Ux = meh : U —> V., where T, is

the projection onto the second factor.

Theorem. Let Mm,‘Nk be PL manifoldg, and let £: M* —> Nk
be a proper PL map with Bf = ¢. Then, for each y ¢ Nk, there is a
neighborhood NY of y, and a' PL homeomorphism gy f-l(Ny) —> £ 1(y) x Ny’
such that

f ' _.
- = o0 :le — N.
le b)) T 2%y N — N,

Thus if Nk is connected, then f is the projection map of a PL fibre

bundle.

I understand that C. P. Rourke has proved this result
independently and at about the same time.

This theorem is a PL analogue of theorems which have been
proved differentiably on manifolds by C. Ehresmann [2]

and topologically by J. Cheeger and J. M. Kister [1].
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Chapter I

Introduction

Two kinds of maps which are important in the study of ;ny type

of manifold (topological, differential, PL) are
1) maps with some properties of embeddings,.
and 2) maps with some properties of projections.

In the topological and differential categories there have been
many very useful results in the study of maps of both types. In the
piecewise linear category, however, most knowledge is about embedding-like
maps. |

In this paper I obtain a result which gives some information
about some projection-like PL maps. My theorem says that, if a PL map is
proper, then local triviality in the domain forces the map to be a local
projection. The precise statement follows.

Theorem. Let M" and Nk be PL manifolds and let f: M — Nk
be a proper PL map with Bf = ¢. Then for every y in f(Mm) there is a
neighborhood Ny of y and a PL homeomorphism g, f_l(Ny) —> £ 1(y) x Ny
such that f f-lch) = T2og f'l(Ny) —_— Ny. Thus, if N is connected,

f is the projection map of a PL fibre bundle.

Chépters IT and III consist of lemmas needed for the proof
_of the main theorem. Many of the lemmas in these chapters are well known
and included only for the sake of completeness. The proofs of these
lemmas are included in the appendix for the reader who is not an expert

in PL topology.
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In Chapter IV I build a neighborhood and a homeomorphism which
yield the necessary local trivialization [see the proof sketch in the
beginning of the chapter].

Chapter V is a different proof of the theorem in the special
case of codimension 1.

In Chapter VI, I state some conjectures and indicate the proof
of a theorem which gives insight into a non-manifold generalization of

this paper and indicates a possible direction for my future research.

The main theorem in this paper is the PL analogue of theorems
which have been proved topologically and differentiably.

The topological result in codimension 0 was presented to the
American Mathematical Society by R. S. Palais in 1957 and then published

in the following form [ 7 , Theorem 4.2]:

Theorem. Let X and Y be connected, locally connected, and
locally compact Hausdorff spaces. A necessary and sufficient condition
for a local homeomorphism f: X ——> Y to be a finite covering is that
the inverse image by f of each compact subset of Y is a compact subset

of X.

With a proof that I was able to modify for a PL result
[Chapter V], J. G. Timourian obtained the topological result in
codimension 1 [11 , Proposition 2.1] and states his proposition

as follows:



Proposition. Let wp*l (possibly with boundary) and NP be

connected manifolds. If £: MP*1 NP is proper and Bf = ¢, then f

is a fiber bundle map.

In 1969, J. Cheeger and J. M. Kister obtained the topological
result in codimension n [ 1 , page 151]. This result comes from the

proof of the main theorem of the paper, which is:

Theorem. There are precisely a countable number of compact

topological manifolds (boundary permitted) up to homeomorphism.

In the course of the proof of that theorem, homeomorphisms
are obtained which yield the result of interest in this paper, as
follows (the notation B(2) means a closed ball in Rn and the condition

involving B(2) compares with Bf = ¢):

Remark. Lét f: W —> Y be a proper monotone map satisfying
the following condition. For every x in W there are closed neighborhoods
U of f(x) in Y and V of x in W and a homeomorphism h: B(2) x U —> V
such that foh is the projection map onto U....Then a local trivialization

of f is defined.

In 1947 C. Ehresmann published a proof of the differentiable

_case with the restriction that the domain be compact [ 3 , Proposition 1]:

Proposition. If E (a manifold) is compact, every differentiable

map p of rank n from E to an n-dimensional manifold gives E the structure



of a differentiable fibre space.

" The result with the compactness condition removed appeared in
a 1950 paper by Ehresmann [2]. J. A. Wolf published a new proof of the |
same result in 1964 [13 , Corollary 2.4].
In [ 6, Section 1, 1.6 ], K. Lamotke generalized Wolf's

proof to the case f: X ~—> Y where X is a manifold with boundary.

It is interesting to notice that, in some form, the condition
'proper' appears in every one of these theorems. The condition is actually
necessary: a counterexample can be found in each category to the theorem
with the 'proper' hypothesis removed.

Lét D c R? be a closed disk and f: R2 - D —> R be the
restriction of the projection map. ThenABf = ¢, but £ is not locally
trivial. f is clearly continuous énd differentiable. I'11l show that,
with the natural PL structure on R? - D and R, f is a polymap (a
generalization of PL map for maps defined on PL spaces which are not
necessarily simplicial complexes) and therefore this one situation

provides a counterexample to the generalization in all three categories.

Definition [14 , Chapter III, page 5]. A function f: X —> Y
between PL spaces is.called a polymap if the following condition is
satisfied: given g ¢ F(X) then there is g' ¢ F(Y) and a PL map f'

.such that fg = g'f"'.

Applying this definition to the example above, g: K —> RZ - D

is a PL embedding of a simplicial complex. fog is a simplicial complex in R.
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Let L = fog(K) and g': L —> R be the inclusion map. Define f': K —> L

by f'

(g'? fcg(K))<>fC!g, a PL map.

I was told recently that this result has been pfoved
independently by C. P. Rourke but that it is as yet unpublished. A.
Haefliger posed this problem to Rourke, who was unable to solve it at
the time. It was discussed by several people, including W. Anderson
and D. Sullivan, at the 1970 international summer school on manifolds
held at the University of Amsterdam, August 17-30, 1970. I understand
that Rourke subsequenfly proved the result. An abstract of my work
(with the restriction that Bf'l(y) = ¢) was received by the American
Mathematical Society on August 28, 1970. Within a few weeks I was able
to modify my proof slightly to remove the restriction on the boundary.
Since I have not seen Rourke's work, I do not know whether his proof

follows the same line as mine or was done completely differently.

This paper has been written in such a way that it can be read
both by a mathematician familiar with PL topology and by a mathematician
who has not studied the subject. Many proofs are in the appendix so they
do not get in the way of more important work. They are included so the
non-PL topologist can read the paper in as much detail as he desires.

Even some of the proofs in the main text are straightforward
and yield unéxciting results. Therefore, for the convenience of the
.reader who is interested only in the main results and proofs of this
work, I have starred the results that should be of interest to every
reader. The starred results are essentially those I would include in a

paper covering this work.



Chapter II

Simplicial Complexes

In this chapter I state and prove some results about simplicial
complexes which are needed for the proof of the main theorem.

The notation and definitions unless otherwise stated are those

of Zeeman [14, Chapter 1].

II.1. Notation. A and B are simplexes in Ep, Euclidean p-space.

A<B means A is a face of B.
If K and L are simplicial complexes, then K<l means K is a

subcomplex of L.

1I.2. Definition. The star of a simplex A in K, st(A,K), is

defined by st(A,K) = {BeK|A<B}.

I11.3. Definition [g5 , page 7].

st(A,K) = {BeK|B is a face of an element of st(A,K)}; i.e.,

st(A,K)

{BeK|dCeK: A<C and B<C}.

I1.4. Convention. If KcL, x€L-K, then st(x,K) is defined to be

the empty set ¢.

II.5. Definition. Simplexes A,B are joinable if their vertices
.are linearly independent. If A and B are joinable, the join, AB, is the

simplex spanned by the vertices of both; otherwise the join is undefined.



II1.6. Definition. The link of a simplex A in K, 1k(A,K),

is defined by 1k(A,K) = {BeK|ABek}.

I1.7. Definition. Two simplicial complexes K. and L are
joinable provided:
(1) if Ae€K, BeL, then A,B joinable
(ii) if A,A' € K and B,B' € L then ABnA'B' is empty or a
common face.

If K,L are joinable, we define the join KL = KuLu{AB|A€K,BeL}.

II.8. Definition. The underlying point set |K| of K is

called a Euclidean polyhedron.

I1.9. Convention. If A is a simplex, A¢K, then St(A,K) = ¢

and 1k(A,K) = ¢.

I1.10. Lemma. Let K be a simplicial complex with subcomplexes

L1, L2. Then for any simplex A of K, st(A, LjuLz) = 5t(A,L1) u st(A,L;).

II.11. Lemma. Let L; and L, be subcomplexes of a simplicial
complex K. Let A be a simplex of LinLz. Then st(A, LinLy)

= st(A,L1) n st(A,L2).

I1.12. Lemma. Let K be a simplicial complex, x a vertex of K,
and A a simplex of K. If xA can be defined, then

1k (A, st(x,K)) = x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)).



Proof. Let B e 1k(A, st(x,K)). Then AB € st(x,K). If x¢AB,
then AB € 1k(x,K) and B € 1k(A, 1k(x,K)) < x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)).
If xcAB, then x€¢B and B = xC, C € 1k(x,K). Therefore
AC ¢ 1k(x,K). Therefore C ¢ 1k(A, 1k(x,K)) and xC e x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)).
Therefore 1k(A, st(x,K)) < x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)).
Let Be x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)). Then B = xC, C ¢ 1k(A, 1k(x,K)).
Therefore AC ¢ 1k(x,K) and xAC € st(x,K). Therefore B = xC € 1k(A, st(x,K))

and x 1k(A, 1k(x,K)) < 1k(A, SE(x,K)). O

I1.13. Notation. A denotes the boundary of a simplex A;

A denotes the interior of A.

IT1.14. Definitions. Let A be a simplex in the simplicial
complex K. Choose a point Kﬁﬁ. Let L = (K-st(A,K)) u R A 1k (A,K).
Then L is a subdivision of K, and we say L is obtained from K by
starring A (at R).

A first derived K(l) of K is obtained by starring all the

simplexes of K in some order such that if A>B then A precedes B

(for example, in order of decreasing dimension). Another way of

defining K(I) is to define the subdivision of each simplex, inductively
in order of increasing dimension, by the rule A' = A Ar.
Therefore a typical simplex of K(l) is A%A! v Ap

where A <A <,..<A 1in K.
0 1 o]

g (™)

An rth derived is defined inductively as the

first derived of an (r-l)St derived.
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IT1.15. Notation. Let x;, X2 be vertices of a simplicial complex
K in EP with X1 # Xz; then [x;,x,] denotes the line segment in EP which
connects x; and Xx,.

If [x;,x2] is a simplex of K then x;,2 = [x1,Xx2], the point

at which [x1,x2] is starred in forming K(l) from K.

I1.16. Lemma. If x; # Xx; are vertices of K, then either

st kD) 0 5Exe, kD)

¢, or [x1,x2] is a simplex of K and

gft-.(x]"]((l)) n .s_t—CXZ’K(l)) E(XIQZQ 1](()(2,]((1))).

I found it necessary to define the following objects to use

in the proof of the main theorem.

I1.17. Definition. Let x , ..., x be the vertices of a
EE— 1 -

simplicial complex K.
: t

s(e k) = | Feex kW)
| i=1
m
T(xt,K(I)) = U EEIxi,K(I))
Ci=t+l

* 1I.18. Lemma. Given a simplicial complex K with vertices

t
(1) - 1), _ - (1)
xl, cees X Then S(xt,K ) n st(xt+1,K ) = i={ St(xi,t+1’1k(xt+1’K ))

t
= L_J St(x. ,lk(x.,K(l))), where the union is taken over all i
iT1 i,t+1 i

such that [xi,x ] is a simplex of K.

t+l
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Proof.
t
S(xt,K(l)) n EEtxt+1,x(1)) - (L_{E?Ixi,K(I)))n EEtxt+1,K(1))
. 1=
=1
- L_J(EEIxi,K(l)) n Eftxt+1,K(1)))
iT1

(%= (1)
};{st(xi,t+1, k(x,,.,K "))

=1 oo

e ¢))
L_{st(xi ea1> KX LK)
i= ?

[1I.16]. O

I1.19. Definition. Amap f: K—> L is a continuous map

k| — |L].
Call f simplicial if it maps vertices to vertices and simplexes

linearly to simplexes.

Call f piecewise linear (PL) if there exist subdivisions K', L'

of K, L with respect to which f is simplicial.

I1.20. Lemma.[ 5 , 1.1]. If f: K—> L is a piecewise linear

embedding and P is a simplicial complex with |P|c|K]|, then flp: P—>1

is piecewise linear.

I1.21. Lemma. Let K;, K, L;, L, be simplicial complexes and
- le

f1 I -
K1 nKay Kl nKz’
= f,. If f is 1-1,

f1: K; — L;, f2: K —> L, be PL embeddings. If

then define f: KjuK; —> LjuLa, by fl = f, f|

Ky K2

then f is PL.
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11.22. Lemma. For every vertex x of a simplicial complex K,

there is a simplicial homeomorphism f: lk(x,Kcl)) —_> (lk(x,K))(l).

The proof of this lemma is essentially contained in the proof

of [5, 1.14].

IT1.23. Lemma. If f: K —> L is a simplicial hdmeomorphism

and x is a vertex of K, then f(st(x,K)) = st(f(x),K).

The proof is obvious.



Chapter III

PL Manifolds

In this chapter I obtain results involving PL manifolds;

The results are limited to those leading to the proof of the main theorem.
I use work of Zeeman [ 14 ] and Hudson [5 ] interchangeabiy

and must be careful about the precisé relationships of their definitionms.

In this chapter, any definitions without references are my own.

Section 1: Definitions

-This section has various definitions of PL manifolds and the
fact that they are equivalent. A reader familiar with PL topology can

skip this entire section.

IIT.1.1. Definition [ 14 , Chapter I, page 4]. A convex linear

cell, or cell, A in EP is a compact nonempty subset given by
linear equations £ =0, ..., £ =0 and
linear inequalities g1 20, ..., g > 0.

A face B of A is a cell (i.e., nonempty) obtained by replacing some of

the inequalities g 2 0 by equations g; = 0.

I11.1.2. Definition.[14 , Chapter I, page 5]. A convex linear

cell complex, or cell complex, K is a finite collection of cells such that

(i) if AeK, then all the faces of A are in K;
(ii) if A,B € K, then AnB is empty or a common face.

12
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III.1.3. Definition [5 , page 2]. A Euclidean polyhedron

(polyhedron) in EP is any finite union of cells. In particular, a

simplicial complex is a Euclidean polyhedron.

II1.1.4. Definition [5 , page 20]. A piecewise linear n-ball

is a polyhedron which is PL homeomorphic to an n-simplex.

A piecewise linear n-sphere is a polyhedron which is PL

homeomorphic to the boundary of an (n+l)-simplex.

ITI.1.5. Definition [14, Chapter II, page 9]. An n-polyball
is a polyhedron triangulated by an n-simplex.

An n-polysphere is a polyhedron triangulated by the boundary

of an (n+1)-simplex.

NOTE: The two definitions above (III.1.4 and III.1.5) are

clearly the same; we shall use the terminology n-ball and n-sphere.

ITT1.1.6. Definition [ 14, Chapter III, page 2]. We call a

complex J a combinatorial n-manifold if the link of each vertex is

an (n-1)-sphere or an (n-1)-ball.

IIT.1.7. Definition [5 , page 20]. A PL manifold of dimension n,

Mn, is a Euclidean polyhédron in which every point has a closed neighborhood

which is a PL n-ball.

I11.1.8. Definition [ 5 , page 26]. The complex K is called a

combinatorial n-manifold if VAeK, 1k(A,K) is a sphere or a ball of

poawe;
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dimension n - dim A - 1.

I11.1.9. Definition. A simplicial complex K is a combinatorial

n-manifold if for every vertex xeK, st(x,K) is an n-ball.

II1.1.10. Lemma. For a simplicial complex K, definitions

I11.1.6, III.1.7, II1.1.8, and III.1.9 are equivalent.
Section 2: S(xt,(Mn)(l))

This section yields some results about S(xt,(Mn)(l)) [11.17]

which will be used in the proof of the main theorem.

II1.2.1. Definition [ 14, Chapter III, page 3]. If J is a

combinatorial manifold, define the boundary of J, bdy(J) = j, to be the

subcomplex J

{AeJ|1k (A,J) is a ball} and the interior to be the open

subcomplex 5 =3-3.

I111.2.2., Lemma. Let x be a vertex of Mn, a combinatorial

n-manifold; then 1k (x,M") < bdy(St(x,M™)). 1k(x,M") = bdy(St(x,M"))

<==> x ¢ bdy(M™).

I11.2.3. Lemma. If x ¢ bdy(M™), then

bdy (ST(x,M")) = 1k(x,M") y (bdy (SE(x,M")) n bdy (M™).

I11.2.4. Lemma. Let M" be a PL manifold with vertices xl, ...,bxm.

Let A be an a-simplex, A € S(xt,(Mn)(l)) n §?Txt+1,(Mn)(1)). Then



| 15
1k (A, 5T (x,, ™ 1)) and 1k(A,5% (x,,;, ™ (1)) are undefined, empty,
or (n-a-1)-balls, i = 1,...,t. In particular, A ¢ bdy(gflxt+1,(Mn)(1))}

and if A € EEkxi,own)(l)), then A ¢ bdy (ST (x, , (M By (M5,

* II1.2.5. Lemma. Given a combinatorial n-manifold M" with
. (@)) — n, (1), .
| vertices xl,...,xm, then S(xt,(Mn) ) n st(xt+1,(M ) ) is a
combinatorial (n-1)-manifold (possibly empty) which is contained in
n, (1) e n, (1) n, (1)
bdy (S (x,» M) 7))n bdy (E(x,,,, MM 7)), and S(x,,;, MM )
= S(xt,GMn)(l)) u EEIxt 1,(Mn)(l)) is a combinatorial n-manifold.

Similarly T(xt,(M )(1)) is an n-manifold.

Proof. The lemma is true, trivially, for combinatorial
O-manifolds. Assume it is true for combinatorial (n-1)-manifolds.
By Lemma II.22, there is a simplicial homeomorphism

£: 1kex,,,, MM D) — akex,, M) D

t+1’

defined on vertices by A. -—é-B., where A, = x X. 1 [I1.15] is

418y Lt

a vertex of lk(x l,(M )(1)) [11.15]. Therefore

- (1)
f(xi t+l) =X, a vertex of (1k(xt+1,M )) and, by Lemma II.23,
n, (1) _ n., (1)
EGSTCR y,q0 Ty, 01 00)) = ST, (kM) ).
lk(xt 1,M ) is an (n-1)-manifold. Let j(i), i = 1,...,J, be an
enumeration of the vertices of 1k(xt+1,Mn).

By the inductive hypothesis S(xj(J),(lk(xt+1’Mn))(1)) is

an (n-1)-manifold.

S (1k Mty 1)y - ’ ST( (k(x, .MM 1y
(X (J)’ (xt 1, ) ) = H S X )’ xt 1:
i, iZ{ St(x,, (k(x,, M) ).
[x sX, .] is a simplex of M"

t+1

Rt e
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f is a simplicial homeomorphism.

150, s (ki M) D)) = 1 () T, are, ™) D)
@) T o e

t+1°

. . n
[xi,xt+1] is a simplex of M

L n,, (1)
= 1_L—J1 £ (5T x;, (k.M )
[xi’xt+1] is a simplex of M
v h
- st(xi’t+1,(lk(xt+1,Mn))( )

i=1
[x.,x, ;] is a simplex of M"
1°7t+1 mp

= stx, M Dy n ST, oM D)

[Lemma II.18]

is an (n-1)-manifold.

SCr, M D) 0 5Tex,, 1, 0N D) < by, 07 D)) 0 bay GEe, L o) Dy
" [Lemma III.2.4].

Therefore S(x,, M 1) = s, 0 M) v T, 0 D)

is a combinatorial n-manifold by [ 9 ., Exercise 6.5.15], which states:

The union of two n—ménifolds intersecting in an (n-1)-submanifold

of their boundaries is an n-manifold. [J

II1.2.6. Definition [14 , Chapter III, page 13]. If KcJ are
complexes, we say K is full in J if no simplex of J-K has all its
vertices in K.

I1I1.2.7. Comment. If J is a simplicial complex and
S = {xl,...,xn} is a set of vertices of J, then

K = {0eJ|all the vertices of o are in S}
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is clearly a full subcomplex of J, and can be called the full subcomplex

of J generated by S.

I1I.2.8. Definition [14 , Chapter III, page 14]. Let J be a

complex and let X<|J| [II.8]. The simplicial neighborhood N(X,J) is

the smallest subcomplex of J containing a topological neighborhood of X.
It consists of all (closed) simplexes of J meeting X, together with
their faces.

Now suppose X is a polyhedron in a compact n-manifold M.
We construct derived neighborhoods of X in M as follows. Choose a

triangulation J,K of M,X. Choose now an rth derived complex J(r) of J.

Call N = N(X,J(r)) an rth—derived neighborhood of X in M. If r=1 and
K is full in J, we call N a derived neighborhood of X in M. A fortiori,
if r22, then any rth~derived neighborhood is a derived neighborhood

(r-1) g(r-1)

because K is full in .AIf J' denotes the first derived,

then N(X,J') = {_] st(x,J'), the union taken over all vertices xeK.

I11.2.9. Definition [ 5 , page 57]. Let X be a polyhedron

contained in the PL m-manifold M. NcM is called a regular neighborhood

of X in M if
(i) N is a closed neighborhood of X in M,
(ii) N is an m-manifold, and

(iii) N \ X.

The fact about regular neighborhoods which we will use is

[ 5, Theorem 2.11]:

Let X<M, M an m-manifold, X a polyhedron. Then any derived
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neighborhood of X is a regular neighborhood.
I11.2.10. Lemma. Let M" be a combinatorial n-manifold with
vertices xl,...,xm. Then S(xt,(Mn)(l)) n T(xt,(Mn)(l)) is an (n-1)-

manifold.

The proof of Lemma III.2.10 can be done as a generalization

of the proof of III.2.5 but, since the result is known to PL topologists,

I'11>just include the following proof of M. Cohen because of its elegance

and brevity.

Proof. Let K, A{OeMn]{vertices of o} c {xl,...,xt}} and

Ko = {oeM"]|{vertices of o} < {x

t+1,...,xm}}.
Then K; and K, are full subcomplexes of M, and every simplex of M is
uniquely the join of a simplex in K; and a simplex in K,.

Hence ™)™ = e, W, 0 @y v Nk, D, ™ @y ana
Nk B, 0™ )y = v @, 0m )y v D, 0y D,

Thus the intersection is the boundary of a regular
neighborhood in Mn, so that it is a bicollared (n-l)-mgnifold. Since
N D, oM W) = sex,, 0m D) and v D, 0 D) = 1ix,, 0m B,

we are done. [
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Section 3: PL balls
To apply Hudson's isotopy theorem [4, Corollary 3.1]
in my proof, I need to show that my map is a locally unknotted isotopy.

Results in this section are used for that purpose.

ITI.3.1. Definition [ 4, page 632]. (A,B) is a (q,m)-ball pair

if A is a PL q-ball, B is an embedded PL m-ball and either AnB=B (type 1)
or AnB is an (m-1)-ball in B (type 2).

We define standard (q,m)-ball pairs as follows:

Type 1. A g-simplex and the join of the barycenter to the
boundary of an m-face.

Type 2. A q-simplex together with thé join of the barycenter
to an (m-l)-fade.

A ball pair is unknotte& if it is PL homeomorphic to a

standard ball pair.

II1.3.2. Notation. Let 0 be a simplex; then Zo is the

suspension of ¢ and C(0) is the cone over O.

III.3.3. Definition [14 , Chapter IV, page 1]. The standard

(q,m)-ball pair is A%™ o (Zq-mAm,Am), where A" is the standard m-simplex,

and 4™ denotes (q-m)-fold suspension.
This is clearly the same as the standard (q,m)-ball pair,

type 1, of Definition III.3.1.

* 111.3.4. Lemma. If (A,B) is an unknotted (d,d-1)-ball pair,
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type 1 (type 2), and 0 is an s-simplex, then (Ax0,Bx0) is an unknotted

(d+s,d+s-1)-ball pair, type 1 (type 2).

d ,d ,d

* II1.3.5. Lemma. Let K, L., M be d-manifolds such that
k? and 19 are subcomplexes of Md, ol - Md, k3nd - (KnL)d-l, a

d d d

(d-1)-manifold contained in 9K n 3L%, and oM" n (KnL)d°1 is a

(d-2)-manifold. Then, for every vertex v in (KnL)d-l,

(EEIV,Md), E?Iv,(KnL)d-l)) is an unknotted ball pair, type 1.

Proof. EZIV,Md) = E?Tv,Kd) u EEYV,Ld);

stov, k)Y = 5T,k 0 ste,Ld);

stv, koYY ¢ k)9t < axd g a1,

Therefore E?Iv,(KnL)d'l) is a face of E?Iv,Kd) and EEIV,Ld).

There is a homeomorphism hj: E?Iv,Kd) —_— cd, a d-simplex,

such that hl| is a homeomorphism taking EEIV,(KnL)d-l)

st(v, k)4 Y

10 @ face of Ud'

Let T4 be a»d-51mp1ex such that O4-1 is 2 face of T4

to Od

and such that 6, n T, =04 ;.

. h; ) .
Extend the homeomorphism lst(v,(KnL)d-l) to a homeomorphism
hy: EEIV,Ld) —> T4

Define h: E?Iv,Md) —> 0, u T, by
§

- hy: 5T,k — o,

stk d

h — d
IEEIV,Ld) = hp: st(v,L’) — T4.
The definitions agree on the intersection, which is a

closed set, so h is a well-defined map. h is 1-1 since 04 0 Tq = 941"
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h is PL by Lemma II.21.

t, ez, qand-ly) GEEMY, 5t con? ) — @, v Ty, 0y )

is a map of pairs. (crd Uty Gd—l) is h?meomorphlc to (Zod_l, Od-l)
and is therefore an unknotted ball pair, type 1. Therefore

(;(V,Md), ﬁ—(v,(KnL)d—l) is an unknotted ball pair, type 1. O

* I111.3.6. Lemma. Let K, L, M, KnL be as in Lemma III.3.5, and
let T be a (d-1)-manifold contained in Ij(nL such that T n 3(KnL) is a
(d-2)-manifold. If v e 3T, then (?C_(V,KQL), st(v,T)) is PL homeomorphic

to (20,C(0)), where the cone point is one of the suspension points.

Part of the following proof is due to M. Cohen and i'eplaces

a longer proof of mine.

d-1

Proof. st(v,KnL) = D- ~, a (d-1)-ball;

Ad-l

g.t-(v,f') = , a (d-1)-ball,

KnL m KnL Eﬂv
\\‘~._.4’/} T
T
- - - — i
ad-2 = 9ad1 4 oapdl - ok w,m) U ST, Tad (KNL)). If v e int(KaL), then

ST(v, Td(KnL)) = ¢ and AY™% = 1k(v,T), a (d-2)-ball. If v e d(KnL),

then st(v, 'nd3(KnL)) is a (d-2)-ball.
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1k(v,T) n st(v, Tnd(KnL)) = 1k(v, Tnd(KnL)), a (d-3)-ball. Therefore

242 is a (d-2)-ball.

Choose a cone point p & pd-1, pd-1y C(SDd-l) =S

pd-1 o cand 1y = apd-1, ¢(and'1) is a (d-1)-ball.

nceptly = ad 1 o gpd1 o gad-l [ gpdtl C pd-2

Therefore A% v c(309"Y) is a (d-1)-ball.

d-1
, a

(d-1) -sphere.
Ad-l

pd-1_ @1 _ &1 d

A sl 41y cap?ly), a (d-1)-ball [14 , Chapter III,

Theorem 3]. Also, and-1 is 4 (d-Z)-sphe%e and A972 ¢ BAd'l, so

aad-2.49-2 55 (d-2)-ball [14 , Chapte% I1I, Theorem 3]. Therefore

T T |
A4t 0 o tadly - 9adlad72 55 4 (d-2)-ball.

Using methods from the proof of Lemma III.3.5, we find
h: (Dd'l, Ad-l, A@-ln(Dd-l_ d-1
d-2 _ Od-l‘

ad-1yy S Fod-l U Td-l’ o,Cl-l, Gd-z
1971, since o871 v 1971 is pL homeomorphic to

),

where @ n

0972 and o971 is pL homeomorphic-to C(od-l), we are done. [

z
* 111.3.7. Lemma. If K, L, M, KnL, and T are as in Lemma III.3.6,
then, for every vertex v in I', (st(v,M), st(v,T)) is an unknotted ball

pair.

Proof. If v € int T then EEIVQP) = st(v,KnL) and Lemma III.3.5
yields the desired result.

If v € 3T, (st(v,KnL), st(v,I)) is PL homeomorphic to (Zo,C(0))
[Lemma III.3.6]. By the proof of Lemma_%II.S.S, st(v,M) is PL homeomorphic
to I(st(v,KnL)). Therefore (st(v,M), §E$V,KOL), st(v,I)) is PL homeomorphic

to (20, X0, C(0)). |

Wm
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Clc) o
Xo
Bl
By techniques of the proof of Lemma A.2.8, (£%0,C(0)) is an

unknotted ball pair, type 2. O

IIT1.3.8. Definition. If M, N are PL manifolds and NcM, then

intM N, the interior of N relative to M, is the largest open set in M

contained in N.
bdyM N, the boundary of N relative to M, is equal to ON-9M.
clM N, the closure of N relative to M, is the smallest

closed set in M containing N.

* 111.3.9. Lemma. If il is a face of an n-ball B" contained

n-1

e n oM" c 3B , then there is a PL n-ball

in a PL n-manifold Mn and B

n-1 2nd such that if x e int = Bn_l,
M

B'™ ¢ M® such that B'™ n B™ = B

then B'" u B" is a neighborhood of x in M".

Proof. Let a € int B". Then B" is a regular neighborhood of a.

Let N be a régular neighborhood of B" in M". Apply [ 9 , Exercise 6.4.5,

page 129] with X={a} to conclude that N-B" is PL homeomorphic to

bdy _ B"XI by vu.
M

n-1
X

Define B'™ = p 1 (B ). O
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Section 4. PL n-isotopies and PL structures

None of the work in this section is original; it is a
selection of definitions and results from J. F..P. Hudson, all of

which are needed in my proof.

III.4.1. Notation [ 4 , page 631]. Let I" denote the n-cube;
that is, the subset of Euclidean n-space with coordinates t;
satisfying OStiSI for i=1,...,n.

Let M be a compact PL m-manifold in a PL q-manifold Q, not

necessarily compact.

I11.4.2, Definition [ 4 , page 631]. A PL n-isotopy of M in Q

is a PL embedding i: 1" —> Q?<In whiéh commutes with projections onto
the second factor. So, for each teIn, there is an embedding it: M—>Q

given by the relation i(x,t) = (itx,t) for all x in M.

I111.4.3. Definition [ 4 , page 631]. An ambient PL n-isotopy

of Q is a PL homeomorphism h: QXIn _ QXIn which commutes with the
projections onto the second factor and is such that hg: Q —> Q is the

identity (0 being the origin).

IIi.4.4. Definition [ 4 , page 632]. A PL n-isotopy i of M
in Q is allowable if, for some PL (m-1)-submanifold N of oM, i;l(BQ)=N
for all t in I, N may be empty and it may be the whole of 8M. A PL
embedding i: M —> Q is allowable if i !(Q) is a PL (m-1)-submanifold

of oM.
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I11.4.5. Definition [ 4 , page 632]. If i: M —> Q is an

allowable embedding, i is locally unknotted at a point x of M if there

are closed neighborhoods A, B of i(x) in Q, i (M), respectively, such
that (A,B) is an unknotted ball pair.

If i: M—> Q is an allowable embedding, i is locally
unknotted if it is locally unknotted ét every point of M.

An allowable n-isotopy i: 1" — QXIn is locally unknotted

if, for every simplex ¢ linearly embedded in In, 0 <dim 0 < n,
1|Mx0: Mxg —> Q%0 is a locally unknotted embedding.

I11.4.6. Lemma [ 4 , Corollary 3.1]. If i: MxI" — QxI" is
an allowable locally unknotted n-isotopy, then i may be extended to an

ambient n-isotopy of Q.

II1.4.7. Definition [ 5, page 76]. Let X be a topological

space. A coordinate map (f,P) is a topological embedding f: P —> X

of a Euclidean polyhedron P. Two such maps (f,P) and (g,Q) are compatible
provided that if f(P) n g(Q) # ¢ there exists a coordinate map (h,R)

such that h(R) = g(Q) n £(P) and f 'h and g 'h are PL maps. Equivalently,
we say that (f,P) and (g,Q) are compatible if f_l(g(Q)) is a sub-

polyhedron of P and g 'f: £ !(g(Q)) —> Q is a PL map.

II1.4.8. Definition [ S, page 77]. A PL structure F on X

is a family of coordinate maps such that
(i) Any two elements of F are compatible.
(ii) For all xeX, there exists (f,P) € F such that f(P) is a

topological neighborhood of x in X.
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(iii) F is maximal; i.e., if (f,P) is compatible with every map

of F, then (f,P) € F.:
If X is a'second countable Hausdorff space, the pair (X,F) is

called a PL space. (X,F) will sometimes be referred to as X.

I11.4.9. Definition [ 5 , page 79]. The PL space (X,F) is

called ‘a PL m-manifold if for all xeX there exists h: Am —> X with

(h,A™ e F and x inty h(A™.

I1I1.4.10. Lemma [ 5 , Lemma 3.4]. If (X,F) is a PL m-manifold
and CcX is compact,|then there exists (h,R) € F such that
(i) R is a combinatorial m-manifold, and

(ii) C < intX h(R).



Chapter 1V -

PL Fibre Bundles

This chapter contains the proof of the main theorem of this

paper.

IV.1. Definition [ 8 , page 319]. A function f from a space
X to a space Y is said to be proper if it is continuous and if for
every bounded set A of Y, £ }(A) is a bounded set of X.

The property of proper maps which I need is that for every

compact set C of Y, £ '(C) is a compact subset of X.

IV.2. Definition [ 8 , page 90]. A fibre bundle £ = (E,B,F,p)

consists of a total space E, a base space B, a fibre F and a bundle
projection p: E —> B such that there exists an open covering {U} of B
and, for each Ue{U}, a homeomorphism byt UF —> p ! (U) such that

the composite

v
UxF —2 p 1 (u) 2> U

is the projection onto the first factor.

IV.3. Definition. A PL fibre bundle is defined as the fibre

bundle of IV.2 with spaces and maps replaced by PL spaces and PL maps.

1V.4. Definition [11 , 1.1]. Let f be a map of M" (poséibly

with boundary) into NP. The branch set B, ¢ M" is defined by: x is an

f

element of M'-B. if and only if f at x is locally topologically equivalent

f
27
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s e n n P n .
to the natural projection map of E or E, onto E, where E, is (closed)

Euclidean half-space.

I modified this definition to define the branch set for a PL

map .

IV.5. Definition. If £: M —> N is PL then the branch set
of £, Bf c M, can be defined as follows: x ¢ M-Bf if there exists a
neighborhood Ux of x such that f(Ux) = Vx is a closed star neighborhood

of f(x), and if there exists a PL homeomorphism hx: Ux —_— BxxVx,

where Bx is a PL ball, such that

£y = moeh i U —> V.
x
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